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Second Detailed Action 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-6,8,9,11-19,21-32,34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bischof et al. (US Publication Number 20040041 827A1). As per claim 1, 
Bischof et al. discloses an act of receiving actual test results, the actual test results 
being generated as a result of performing a test in a test environment; and act of 
receiving environmental data that defines the test environment under which the actual 
test results are generated; in response to the received environmental data, an act of 
selecting one or more expected test results from a results retrieval sub-system that 
includes a plurality of expected test results for the same test executed in different test 
environments, each of the plurality of expected test results being keyed by 
environmental conditions representing a particular test environment for comparing with 
the received environmental data when attempting to find a match therewith; and an act 
of evaluating the actual test results against the selected one or more expected test 
results to determine if the test was successfully performed in the test environment on 
page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 
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2. As per claim 2, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving actual test 
results comprises an act of receiving actual test results that were collected at a results 
collection sub-system on page 14, paragraph 0054. 

3. As per claim 3, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving actual test 
results comprises an act of receiving actual test results from the test module that 
generated the actual test results on page 14, paragraph 0054. 

4. As per claim 4, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving actual test 
results comprises an act of receiving actual test results generated from testing a 
software object on page 14, paragraph 0054. 

5. As per claim 5, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving one or more 
expected test results from a results retrieval sub-system comprises an act of receiving 
test results that were generated in an environment having one or more environmental 
conditions that match the test environment on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, 
paragraph 0034. 

6. As per claim 6, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving one or more 
expected test results from a results retrieval sub-system comprises an act of receiving 
expected test results from a plurality of test entries in a results database, the expected 
results from each test entry being results that indicate the test was successful in the test 
environment on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. That is what 
the comparison of the actual and expected test results are used to determine. 

7. As per claim 8, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of evaluating the actual 
test results against the one or more expected test results comprises an act of 
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comparing field values in the actual test results to field values in the expected test 
results on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. The field values 
are the parameters output as the test result. 

8. As per claim 9, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of evaluating the actual 
test results against the one or more expected test results comprises an act of 
determining if one or more actions were performed on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on 
page 4, paragraph 0034. One of the types of test cases the results can be output for. 

9. As per claim 1 1 , Bischof et al. discloses further comprising an act of sending the 
environmental data along with a test type indication to the results retrieval sub-system 
on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

1 0. As per claim 12, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines the test environment under which actual test results are 
generated comprises an act of receiving environmental data from an environment 
discovery module on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

11. As per claim 1 3, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines the test environment under which actual test results are 
generated comprises an act of receiving environmental data from the test module that 
executed the test on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

12. As per claim 14, Bischof et al. discloses an act of sending a results update to the 
results retrieval sub-system, the results update including at least the actual test results 
on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 
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13. As per claim 1 5, Bischof et al . discloses an act of sending evaluation results to 
an analysis sub-system, the evaluation results including at least the actual test results 
and an indication of whether the test was successful on page 14, paragraph 0054 and 
on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

14. As per claim 1 6, Bischof et al. discloses receiving environmental data that 
defines a test environment under which actual test results are generated indicating that 
a test was performed in the test environment; in response to the received environmental 
data, selecting one or more expected test results from a results database that includes 
a plurality of expected test results for the same test executed in different test 
environment; and sending the selected one or more expected test results to a results 
evaluation sub-system in response to receiving the environmental data, wherein each of 
the one or more expected test results are keyed by environmental conditions 
representing one or more particular test environments for comparison with the received 
environmental data when attempting to find a match therewith on page 14, paragraph 
0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

15. As per claim 1 7, Bischof et al . discloses wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines a test environment comprises an act of receiving 
environmental data from a results collection sub-system on page 14, paragraph 0054. 

16. As per claim 1 8, Bischof et al . discloses wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines a test environment comprises an act of receiving 
environmental data from a results evaluation sub-system on page 14, paragraph 0054. 



Application/Control Number: 10/606,497 Page 6 

Art Unit: 21 13 

17. As per claim 19, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines a test environment under which actual test results are 
generated comprises an act of receiving environmental data that represents the test 
environment on page 14, paragraph 0054. 

1 8. As per claim 21 , Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines a test environment under which actual test results are 
generated comprises an act of receiving a test type along with the environmental data, 
the test type indicating a specified type of test was executed in an environment 
represented by the environmental data on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, 
paragraph 0034. 

1 9. As per claim 22, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of receiving a test type 
along with the environmental data, the test type indicating a specified type of test was 
executed in an environment represented by the environmental data comprises receiving 
an indication that a software object was tested in an environment represented by the 
environmental data on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034 

20. As per claim 23, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of selecting one or more 
expected results from a results database based on the received environmental data 
comprises an act of comparing environmental conditions stored in the results database 
to environmental conditions represented in the received environmental data on page 14, 
paragraph 0054. 

21 . As per claim 24, Bischof et al . discloses wherein the act of selecting one or more 
expected results from a results database based on the received environmental data 
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comprises an act of selecting one or more expected results having a corresponding 
environmental condition that must match an environmental condition contained in the 
received environmental data on page 14, paragraph 0054. 

22. As per claim 25, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of selecting one or more 
expected results from a results database based on the received environmental data 
comprises an act of selecting one or more expected that with corresponding 
environmental conditions having a specified commonality to environmental conditions 
contained in the received environmental data on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 
4, paragraph 0034. 

23. As per claim 26, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the act of selecting one or more 
expected results from a results database based on the received environmental data 
comprises an act of selecting a plurality of expected results from the results database 
on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

24. As per claim 27, Bischof et al. discloses an act of receiving a results update from 
the results evaluation sub-system, the results update included actual test results from a 
test executed in a new test environment; and an act of storing the actual results in the 
results database such that the actual results can be used to determine the successful of 
subsequently executed tests on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 
0034. 

25. As per claim 28, Bischof et al. discloses receive actual test results, the actual test 
results being generated as a result of performing a test in a test environment; receive 
environmental data that defines the test environment under which the actual test results 
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are generated; in response to the received environmental data, select one or more 
expected test results from a results retrieval sub-system that includes a plurality of 
expected test results for the same test executed in different test environments, each of 
the plurality of expected results being keyed by environmental conditions for 
comparison with the received environmental data when attempting to find a match 
therewith; and evaluate the actual test results against the one or more expected test 
results to determine if the test was successfully performed in the test environment on 
page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

26. As per claim 29, Bischof et al. discloses send the environmental data along with 
a test type indication to the results retrieval sub-system for determining if a match exists 
between the environmental conditions and the plurality of expected test results on page 
14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

27. As per claim 30, Bischof et al. discloses send a results update to the results 
retrieval sub-system, the results update including at least the actual test results on page 
14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

28. As per claim 31 , Bischof et al. discloses send evaluation results to an analysis 
sub-system, the evaluation results including at least the actual test results and 
indication of whether the test was successful on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 
4, paragraph 0034. 

29. As per claims 32,36, Bischof et al. discloses wherein the one or more compute- 
readable storage media are physical media on page 14, paragraph 0055. 
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30. As per claim 34, Bischof et al. discloses receive environmental data that defines 
a test environment under which actual test results are generated indicating that a test 
was performed in the test environment; in response to the received environmental data, 
select one or more expected results from a results database that includes a plurality of 
expected test results for the same test executed in different test environments; and 
send the selected one or more expected test results to a results evaluation sub-system 
in response to receiving the environmental data, wherein each of the one or more 
expected test results are keyed by environmental conditions representing one or more 
particular test environments for comparison with the received environmental data when 
attempting to find a match therewith on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, 
paragraph 0034. 

31 . As per claim 35, Bischof et al. discloses receive a results update from the results 
evaluation sub-system, the results update included actual test results from a test 
executed in a new test environment; and store the actual results in the results database 
such that the actual results can be used to determine the successful of subsequently 
executed tests on page 14, paragraph 0054 and on page 4, paragraph 0034. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

32. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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33. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bischof et 
al. in view of Silva et al. (USPN 6223306B1). As per claim 7, Bischof et al. fails to 
explicitly state wherein the act of receiving one or more expected test results from a 
results retrieval sub-system comprises an act of [receiving] a network message from a 
second computer system that includes the results retrieval sub-system, the second 
computer system being network connectable to the computer system. 

Clark discloses this limitation in column 4, lines 14-20. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the act of receiving one or more expected test 
results from a results retrieval sub-system comprises an act of [receiving] a network 
message from a second computer system that includes the results retrieval sub-system, 
the second computer system being network connectable to the computer system. A 
person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have the act of receiving 
one or more expected test results from a results retrieval sub-system comprises an act 
of [receiving] a network message from a second computer system that includes the 
results retrieval sub-system, the second computer system being network connectable to 
the computer system because the user will want to analyze personally whether or not 
the software tested passed or failed. 

34. Claim 1 0 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bischof 
et al. in view of Kamani et al. (US Publication Number 20050015666 A1 ). 
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35. As per claim 10, Bischof et al. discloses fails to explicitly state wherein the act of 
determining if one or more actions were performed comprises an act of determining if 
one or more actions were performed in a specified order. 

Kamani et al. discloses this limitation on page 5, paragraph 0047. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the act of determining if one or more actions were 
performed comprises an act of determining if one or more actions were performed in a 
specified order. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have 
the act of determining if one or more actions were performed comprises an act of 
determining if one or more actions were performed in a specified order because the 
user will want to know whether or not the software tested on the platform passed or 
failed. 

36. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bischof 
et al. in view of Banerjee et al. (US Publication Number 2004/0250243A1 ). 

37. As per claim 20, Bischof et al. fails to explicitly state wherein the act of receiving 
environmental data that defines a test environment under which actual test results are 
generated comprises an act of receiving environmental data from a second computer 
system that includes the results evaluation sub-system, the second computer system 
being network connectable to the computer system. 

Banerjee et al. discloses this limitation on page 4, paragraph 0057. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the act of receiving environmental data 
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representing that a test was performed in a test environment comprises an act of 
receiving environmental data from a second computer system that includes the results 
evaluation sub-system, the second computer system being network connectable to the 
computer system. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
have the act of receiving environmental data representing that a test was performed in a 
test environment comprises an act of receiving environmental data from a second 
computer system that includes the results evaluation sub-system, the second computer 
system being network connectable to the computer system because the user will want 
to know whether or not the software tested on the platform passed or failed. 

38. Claims 33,37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bischof et al. in view of High-Tech Dictionary Definition (system memory). 

39. As per claims 33,37, Bischof et al. fails to explicitly state wherein the one or more 
compute-readable storage media include system memory. 

High-Tech Dictionary Definition discloses this on page 1 . 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the one or more computer-readable media include 
system memory. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have 
the one or more computer-readable media include system memory because the system 
memory is used to stored important programs thereon. 
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Response to Arguments 



40. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -37 have been considered and the 
previous rejection has been withdrawn. A new reference, Bischof et al. as disclosed 
above, has been found to reject the claims previously cited. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yolanda L. Wilson whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3653. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on (571 ) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. » * 



Yolarida L Wilson 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 13 




